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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

1 . The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21 (2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

2. Claims 1-4, 8, 10-13, 17, 19-22, 27-30, 35-43 are rejected under 35 
U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Duncan et al PG-PUB 2002/0154606. 

Re Claims 1 , 10, 19, 27, 35-39 fig. 4 teaches step 205 that determines which of 
the core devices are STP enable switches (first network with... loop avoidance 
protocol... & a second network not running the loop avoidance protocol); STP 
negotiation exchanges STP messages on the ports (sending... receiving a first/second 
loop packet... on first/second port); [0043, 0044]; whereby during a STP negotiation, the 
two ports directly connected having a designated port ID (first/second identifiers) are 
compared and matched (comparing the second... first references) [0057]; wherein the 
STP detects the loop in based on the STP exchange. 

Re Claims 2-4, 11-13, 20-22, 28-30, 40^3, refer to Claim 1 , if the designated 
port ID matches, the port ID is blocked to prevent looping, wherein the ports are 
negotiated to be in forwarding or blocking state. 
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Re Claims 8, 17, refer to Claim 1, wherein the identified nodes support STP 
(running Spanning tree protocol). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 5-6, 9, 14-15, 18, 23-24, 26, 31-32, 34 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 
103(a) as being unpatentable over Duncan et al PG-PUB 2002/0154606 in view of 
Mahajan et al U.S. Patent Number 6,628,624. 

Re Claims 5, 14, 23, 31 , Duncan et al fails to explicitly teach, "when the second 
reference... .not match... opening the at leas one of the ports which was blocked". 
However, Mahajan teaches in fig. 5, steps 520, 522, whereby if the BPDU information 
does not match, the port state is modified, i.e., transition to forwarding state 
(opening... blocked). One skilled in the art would have been motivated to Mahajan to 
open at least one blocked port to mitigate for port failure. Therefore, it would have been 
obvious to one ordinary skilled to combine the references. 

Re Claims 6, 15, 24, 32 refer to Claim 5, wherein once the transition is 
completed, the updated BPDU is advertised to neighboring bridges (another bridge). 

Re Claims 9, 18, 26, 34, refer to Claim 5, supports VLAN application. 
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5. Claims 7, 16, 25, 33 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Duncan et al PG-PUB 2002/0154606 

Re Claims 7, 16, 25, 33, Duncan teaches the Bride ID (first and second 
reference) and Port ID (third and fourth references) whereby a comparison is made. 
Duncan fails to explicitly teach, "dropping the second loop packet" is the "third and 
fourth references does not match". One skilled in the art would have been motivated to 
drop the un-match message because the STP cannot be negotiated with the respective 
message packet. 

6. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Andrew Lee whose telephone number is 571-272-3130. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Monday to Friday from 8:30AM to 6:00PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Wellington Chin can be reached on 571-272-3134. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 




